APPENDIX.
No. I.
In justice to the ingenious DR. BLACKLOCK, I publish the following letter from him, relative to a passage in p. 52.
' To JAMES BOSWELL, ESQ.
•DEAR SIR,
'Having lately had the pleasure of reading your account of the journey which you took with Dr. Samuel Johnson to the Western Isles, I take the liberty of transmitting my ideas of the conversation which happened between the doctor and myself concerning Lexicography and Poetry, which, as it is a little different from the delineation exhibited in the former edition of your Journal, cannot, I hope, be unacceptable; particularly since I have been informed that a second edition of that work is now in contemplation, if not in execution: and I am still more strongly tempted to encourage that hope, from considering that, if every one concerned in the conversations related, were to send you what they can recollect of these colloquial entertainments, many curious and interesting particulars might be recovered, which the most assiduous attention could not observe, nor the most tenacious memory retain. A little reflection, Sir, will convince you, that there is not an axiom in Euclid more intuitive nor more evident than the doctor's assertion that poetry vvas of much easier execution than lexicography. Any mind therefore endowed with common sense, must have been extremely absent from itself, if it discovered the least astonishment from hearing that a poem might be written with much more facility than the same quantity of a. dictionary.
'The real cause of my surprise was what appeared to rne much more paradoxical, that he could write a sheet of dictionary with as mucli pleasure as a sheet of poetry. He acknowledged, indeed, that the latter was much easier than the former, For in the one case, books and a desk were requisite; in the other, you might compose when lying in bed, or walking in the fields, &c. He did not, however, descend to explain, nor to this moment can I comprehend, how the
labours
t

-V  J'f Peter Pindar. He had been a clergyman. In his Epistle to Boswcll {Works, i. 219), he says in reference to the passages about Sir A. Macdonald (afterwards Lord Macdonald):—' A letter of severa remonstrance was sent to Mr. B., who, in consequence, omitted in the second edition of his 'Journal what is so generally pleasing to the public, viz., the scandalous passages relative to that nobleman.' It was in a letter to the Gail. Mag. 1786, p. 285, that Boswell 'publickly disproved the insinuation ' made ' in a late scurrilous publication' that these passages 'were omitted in consequence of a letter from his Lordship. Nor was any application,' he continues, 'made to me by the nobleman alluded to at any time to make any alteration in my Journal'
